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It is our opinion that chemistry, which he also excludes from the sphere of real science, might here have supplied Kant with a compromise : and we shall see later on that Schopenhauer advanced in this direction.
But, after insisting once more that we do not presume to have disposed of all the obscurities in Kant's discussions by our remarks, we must seek to bring our exposition to an end.
There follows the often quoted assertion, that no Newton can ever appear who will explain the production of so much as a blade of grass by laws of nature which no purpose has ordered. To introduce a lighter note for a moment, we may remind ourselves in passing that in the opinion of many authors, though not in his own, Charles Darwin is supposed to have been that Newton ; we may further point out that the mention of Newton is very favourable to our view, i.e. that in theorising Kant always presupposed the necessity of resolving all processes of nature into true mechanics.
The obscurity, however, remains that in this passage about Newton : " ordered laws of nature " may be understood to mean a given system of separate laws (static teleology) as well as laws of nature in which order, an ordering element, lies (Vitalism). In our opinion, therefore, owing to his too narrow interpretation of the concept of mechanism (always connected for him with the postulate of reducing all the events of nature to motion, a reduction which is entirely illusory precisely in the case of living beings) Kant cuts himself off from the impartial understanding of biology. It